Discussion of Required Corrections

The settlement amount given in the preceding paragraph is
$398.84 higher than the total of the settlement penalties which
will be obtained by adding the columns of settlement penalties,
shown on pages 2 through 7 of the joint motion for approval of
settlement.  The reason that the actual settlement amount is
$398,84 larger than the total amount indicated in the motion is
that there are about ten errors in the tabulations shown on
pages 2 through 7 of the motion.  I considered returning the
joint motion to the parties so that they could correct the errors,
but I found that all of them are either typographical or inad-
vertent errors of omission.  Therefore, I have corrected the
errors and have no reason to believe that the difference in the
amounts I am approving in this decision will cause any real con-
cern after the parties have had an opportunity to check the cor-
rections which I have made.

I shall first explain the errors which were made in listing
the penalties proposed by MSHA and thereafter I shall explain the
errors resulting from the parties' application of a flat 10-per-
cent reduction in all of the penalties proposed by MSHA.

As indicated in the first paragraph of this decision, if
the total penalties proposed by MSHA in all 18 cases are added,
the result is $5,521.00, whereas the amount which will be ob-
tained by adding the proposed penalties listed on pages 2 through
7 of the motion for approval of settlement is $4,984.00 which is
$537.00 less than the actual proposed penalties.  The difference
of $537.00 between the actual penalties and the listing in the
motion is specifically explained in the following discussion.

On page 2 of the motion, under Docket No. LAKE 80-137-M,
the parties overlooked the need to list Citation No. 366077
dated 8/29/79 citing a violation of section 55.14-6 with an
associated proposed penalty of $72.00.  On page 3, the list of
citations supporting the violations alleged in Docket No. LAKE
80-137-M continues.  There are two additional errors under
Docket No. LAKE 80-137-M on page 3.  Citation No. 367465 shown
on the first line of page 3 should be changed to Citation No.
366075 and the omitted alleged violation of section 55.12-30
associated with that citation should be inserted in column 3
on page 3.  Also on line 2 of page 3, Citation No. 367465 should
be changed to Citation No. 367464.  The remaining facts given
with respect to those two citations are correct and -no changes
in the amounts of the proposed penalties are required.

On page 3 of the motion, under Docket No. CENT 79-194-M,
the parties failed to list Citation No. 189111 dated February 13,
1979, alleging a violation of section 55.9-2.  The proposed
penalty for the violation associated with that omitted citation
is $66.00.
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